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REMARKS 



Claims 1 and 3-17 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, claims 1 and 
3-14 are amended, claims 15-17 are added, and claim 2 is canceled. Reconsideration based 
on the above amendments and the following Remarks is respectfully requested. 



The Office Action objects to the specification for informalities. According, the title is 
amended and the specification has been amended in accordance with the Examiner's 
suggestion. Withdrawal of the objection to the specification is respectfiilly requested. 

II. The Claims Define Patentable Subject Matter 

The Office Action rejects claims I, 2 and 12 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,069,593 to Lebby et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,501,448B1 to 
Komiya. Claims 4, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Lebby 
in view of Komiya and fiirther in view of 200 1/003 5 849 A 1 to Kimura. Claims 5, 6 and 9d- 
1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Lebby in view of Komiya and 
fiirther in view of 2002/005 824 A 1 to Oshitani. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 
as unpatentable over Lebby in view of Komiya and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
4,568,928 to Bifemo. These rejections are respectfiilly traversed. 

The applied art does not teach, disclose or suggest a mobile terminal which includes 
an organic electroluminescent device and a liquid crystal device to display images with the 
mobile terminal being capable of being folded such that the organic electroluminescent device 
faces inside while the liquid crystal device faces outside , as claimed in claim 1 . 

Instead, Lebby discloses a display carrier and electronic display control for multiple 
displays in a portable electronic device. Specifically, Lebby discloses, as best shown in 
Figures 1 and 2, the virtual image display 24 having dual modes of magnification. A large 
directive view display 26 is a non-emissive liquid crystal display (LCD) and small direct view 
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display 28 is an emissive display such as one utilizing organic electroluminescent technology. 
Accordingly, the features recited in claim 1 are not disclosed in Lebby. Further, the 
additional applied art does not make up for the deficiencies of Lebby discussed above. 

Again, claim 1 as amended recites that in a folded state, the organic EL display device 
faces the inside and the liquid crystal display faces the outside. In contrast, Lebby discloses 
that the liquid crystal display device and the organic EL display device are arranged on the 
same surface . 

Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-14 under 35 U.S. C. §103 (a) is 
respectfully requested. 

III. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in 

condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of claims 1 and 3- 
17 are earnestly solicited. 
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Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 

Respectfiilj;^ submitted. 
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Registration No. 43,794 
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